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All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1) Matthew J. Daniels . (3) " 

(2) Rn gerH. Criss . (4) ' 

Date of Interview: 10 July 2006 . 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)E No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 1,14 and 16-19. 

V*m*» o. pnor ar, discussed: mm USm ^ Cftny (NB IdtB I m f^PW ^Z21L K„anna 
(NPLartjclel. . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)EJ was not reached. h)D N/A. 

Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet. 

allowable'is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL ^^'TTJ^L^P*!^ 3 04) ^^rep^to We'StC^^artio^^^'a^wdy teen^Jed^APRJCANT IS 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 7 13 04). ^jffi*™^£^w H OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF Tl^ WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 

StS ^e Summary of Record of Interview 

requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

apSion whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the ■nterv.ew. 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

SagSSBSSSSISSSXSS^ 



The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusive, on the written record in the Office if that record is *se.f 
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of he substance of an interview of record in the application file, unless 

interview by checking the appropriate boxes anc filhng in ^«^e5 foMn l«tSn S^Sl S the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, or pointmg 
requirements for which interview recordation .s otherwise provKie fo nn Sectio .^.^ recordatjon procedures Wnere the 

out typographical errors or unreadable scr.pt in SaSSS no separate Interview Summary Record is requ.red. 

substance of an interview is completely forded in an ^™SlK2^~pK in the ri 9 ht hand p0rti ° n ° f thS We ' " S ^ 

The Interview Summary Form shall be given an W0P»nv* J™ » h ap p, icant (or attorney or agent) at the 
"Contents" section of the file wrapper. In a mailed to the applicant's correspondence address 

conclusion of the interview. In ^e case of a tetep^ Smlnar is not likely before an allowance or .f other 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

_ Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) Dersonne) et c ) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, ««mner PTO peraonnel. etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed descriDtion of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 

Uis desirable that the examiner oral, remind the app^ntof^ 
substance of the interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items: 

1) T!SStSSSS^ nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted, 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elafc A veroat.m o gj argu ments made to the 

required. Theide^ 

^^JSSSS?^^**™ or might be persuasive to the examiner.) 
the examiner. 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 

Examiner also pointed out the port on ° f ^e reference to ^° h ^ on f 9 ta , jnjt y of 2 ^%, and asserted that a case for 
shown that quenching a th.n sample at room temperature X^r^o MS^oThe Examiner argued that the water 
inherency of the claimed crystalling range ex.sts '^^^^^SlmS The Examiner further argued that 
vapor transmission rate disclosed by M.zuno is substant aHy the same a ^claimed^ ^ ne t ^ ^ 

even if it is demonstrated that M.zuno s the same film as 

are taught by the reference to Mizuno. 
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